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Abstract. This poster reported a study which examined 93,653 authorship rec-
ords of 67 predatory journals listed in a well-known blacklist in China. By col-
lecting and analyzing each author’s full name and affiliated institution infor-
mation, their organization distribution were studied. Then the authorship dataset 
was compared and matched up with the records in the biggest full-text academic 
literature database China National Knowledge Infrastructure (CNKI) to identify 
each authors’ publishing productivity (number of publications) and influence 
(number of downloads). The results showed that those who publish in predatory 
journals are young and inexperienced researchers from teaching-intensive uni-
versities all over the country, and most of them are from eastern coastal and de-
veloped areas of mainland China. The study also showed that some productive 
and influential researchers had the experience of publishing in predatory journals. 
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1 Introduction 
Predatory journals are those that have low standards and quality, accept almost any 
paper regardless of the number of corrections, leading to a short timeline to publication, 
and have an unsubstantiated peer review process [1] [3] [12] [14]. They will publish 
any kind of study for profit, with little regard for scientific concerns [4] [26]. In the past 
few years, the number of predatory journals grew quickly [8] [20]. According to Shen 
and Björk’s study, the number of active predatory journals increased from 1,800 in 2010 
to 8,000 in 2014, and the articles of which increased from 53,000 to 420,000 at the same 
time [26]. 
China has suffered from a huge number of so called profit-seeking trash journals [15]. 
Many universities and institutions have established their own blacklist of predatory 
journals and suggest their researchers and students not publishing their research results 
in such journals. For example, Huaqiao University announced a blacklist of journals 
with high self-citing rates and bad reputation. If a paper published in these listed jour-
nals, it will not be counted when evaluating the author’s performance. Moreover, the 
author who published with such journals will even got warned or punished [31]. 
On June 20, 2018, East China University of Political Science and Law released a 
blacklist of predatory journal which contains 67 titles of social science journals pub-
lished in Chinese language (see the website 
http://yjsy.ecupl.edu.cn/63/86/c4127a91014/page.htm). This list attracted much atten-
tion not only because it had been wildly distributed through social media in China, but 
also it provided clear and specific standards for the reason why choosing these journals 
for the first time in China. According to the list, journals with following features can be 
recognized as predatory journals. 
 Publish more than 100 papers in one issue 
 Have multiple versions for one issue (such as academic version, public ver-
sion, online version, mass media version, etc.) 
 Have different publishing frequencies for the same journal (weekly version, 
semimonthly version, etc.) 
As one of the most well-known and frequently updated journal blacklist in China, the 
list provides an ideal sample for us to investigate the authorship of predatory journals. 
The aim of this study is to investigate who published articles in these predatory journals 
in China. 
2 Literature Review 
The negative effects of predatory journals on the science world have reached such high 
levels that many studies have been conducted [19] [29]. The increasing popularity of 
predatory publishing destroyed the trust of scholarly communication and discussed its 
far-reaching influence on scholarly publishing [1] [17]. 
Some research focused on the authors who produce content for predatory journals. 
According to Bohannon (2013), many of these journals’ submissions were from devel-
oping countries, clustering in India, Nigeria, as well as the United States and United 
Kingdom. Simón (2016) found that Nigeria was one of the countries of origin for re-
searchers publishing in predatory journals. Xia, et al. (2015) examined articles in the 
Beall’s listed journals and found that most authors were from India, Nigeria and Paki-
stan contributed highest, and most of them were young and inexperienced scholars. 
Shen and Bjork (2015) studied 262 authors who published in predatory journals and 
suggested that the majority of them were from developing countries. However, Moher 
et al. (2017) found that a substantial number of articles published in biomedical journals 
seemed likely to be predatory was published by authors from high- and upper- middle-
income countries, with some even affiliated with high-ranked universities. Some study 
revealed that institutions with the highest share of publication in predatory journals 
were among the most reputable and well-known universities in Iran [9]. In Italy, about 
2300 researchers had published at least once in a journal covered by Beall’s list, and 
predatory publications seemed more likely to be chose in engineering, economics and 
business disciplines [2]. Some studies showed that academics at all South African and 
Brazilian universities were engaging in this practice [18] [22]. 
Besides authorship scattering, researchers also investigated the reason why research-
ers published in these journals [14] [21] [23] [24] [25]. They found that social identity 
 threats, unawareness, high pressure and lack of research proficiency were the main rea-
sons [14]. Some said that acceptance likelihood was the main reason for researchers to 
choose predatory journals [25].  
Chinese authors formed one of the biggest group who have published in predatory 
journals according to existing studies [10] [13]. Plenty of researchers payed close at-
tention to Chinese academic authors’ misconduct in scholarly publishing [5] [11]. But 
only a few studied Chinese language predatory journals or predatory journals published 
in China [30] [32]. Even if these studies noticed China published predatory journals, 
most of them are based on Beall’s list. Hardly any researches chose samples based on 
a national or local list.  
3 Date Collection 
This study uses 67 journals listed by East China University of Political Science and 
Law (http://yjsy.ecupl.edu.cn/63/86/c4127a91014/page.htm) as samples.  
As mentioned before, the list is the most well-known and frequently updated blacklist 
in China which presents clear and specific standards for choosing journals. That is why 
we use this list as the source of identifying predatory journals. With a self-developed 
WebCrawler program, a total of 62,374 articles’ bibliographic data was collected on 
8th, August, 2019. All these papers were published in 2018. After data mining and cross 
checking, a total of 93653 authors were identified. By searching from the biggest online 
scholarly full-text database China, the National Knowledge Infrastructure (CNKI), each 
author’s affiliated institute was recognized, and their other publications indexed by 
CNKI were collected for further analyzing. 
4 Results and Discussion 
4.1 Geographical Distribution 
With the authors’ affiliated institutional information, the geographic location distribu-
tion was identified and showed in Fig. 1. As we can see, the predatory authors came 
from all 31 provinces in all over China. Most authors located in eastern coastal areas 
and developed provinces, such as Jiangsu and Zhejiang. These places enjoy a high level 
of economic growth and S&T development. 
For example, Jiangsu is one of the provinces in China whose economic and educa-
tional development is at higher level. There were a total of 7722 authors came from 
Jiangsu, accounting for 8.42% of all authors. 
 Fig. 1. Geographical Distribution 
This reveals that the distribution of authors who published papers in predatory journals 
were consistent with the distribution of Chinese research populations. This conclusion 
run counter to some existed studies which focused on other countries [7] [17] [14] [27] 
[28] [29]. 
4.2 Organization Distribution 
The authors’ affiliated institutional information was collected and analyzed in this 
study. The authors who published papers in the listed predatory journals were from 
various institutes, not only universities and research institutes but also enterprises, gov-
ernments or even military systems (see Fig. 2). In this study universities were classified 
into research university and teaching intensive university, according to the list of the 
Ministry of Education of the People’s Republic of China [16]. 
  
Fig. 2. Organization Distribution 
A total of 68,823 authors were university researchers, accounting for 73.48% of all. 
Among them, 12124 (12.94%) authors were from research universities. Among this, 
206 authors were from top university (university of "211" and "985" projects in China). 
This finding confirmed the results of some previous studies which showed scholars 
from top research university also published papers in the journal. However, compared 
with teaching intensive universities, the average number of publication for individual 
author who come from research universities was low. It is not clear if the reason why 
top university researchers also publish in predatory journals is that they have high pres-
sure of publishing or is that they don’t know how to distinguish predatory journals. 
But it is true that the number of publications is widely recognized as an important 
metric for evaluating scholar’s academic performance, and the growing pressure of 
publishing, known as the saying “publish or perish”, can be catalyst to their publishing 
in predatory journals [24]. 
4.3 Author’s Productivity and Influence 
In this research, we used the total number of publications and total downloads of pub-
lished articles to indicate authors’ academic productivity and influence. 
Our statistic showed that about a quarter of authors who published in listed predatory 
journals have no other academic publishing experience (see Fig. 3). It may be caused 
by the degree requirements of some Chinese universities, which require graduates to 
publish a paper in order to qualify for graduation. So some graduate students take the 
risk in order to publish papers as soon as possible even if knowing that they are preda-
tory journals. However, surprisingly, we identified 438 (0.46%) authors who have pub-
lished more than 100 papers indexed by CNKI. The most productive one who have 
published 772 articles. This extreme case is from Chinese Academy of Social Sciences, 
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 Fig. 3. Distribution of the number of publications by authors 
In regard to downloads, the average number was 105. However, a total of 2123 (2.26%) 
authors whose average downloads was 24377 times. Among these authors, 834 were 
from research universities. The most downloaded author is from Peking University, top 
Ⅱ research university (QS World University Rankings) in mainland China. This evi-
dence suggests that some experienced and reputable researchers also published in pred-
atory journals. Further analysis shows that most of these highly downloaded authors 
are not the first authors of papers in predatory journals, so they may not submit these 
journals proactive. 
5 Conclusions 
This study found that authors who published in Chinese predatory journals were widely 
distributed in all provinces in China.  
The results showed that those who publish in predatory journals are young and inex-
perienced researchers from teaching-intensive universities all over the country, and 
most of them are from eastern coastal and developed areas of mainland China. Although 
most authors were from teaching intensive universities or didn’t have much academic 
publishing experiences, a few influential authors from top universities were involved 
in such practice.  
One limitation of this study is its reliance on blacklist of predatory journals from 
humanities and social science fields as one of the primary sources of information. Alt-
hough this blacklist is widely recognized, it doesn’t cover the STM domain, so sample 
bias still exists. 
In conclusion, this research is a pilot studies to investigate those who published in 
China predatory journals. In the future, we are about to explore the relevant factors 
which influence researchers to publish in these journals. At the end, we would like to 
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